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Donna R. Searcy, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street, N.W.
Room 222
Washington, DC 20554
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RULE MAKING

Dear Ms. Searcy:

Please find inclosed one original and five copies of my comments
on tbe above captioned matter. Sufficient copies are inclosed to
insure each Commissioner receives a copy.
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Dennis M. Jones , K6RCL
6451 Colfax Court
Goleta, CA. 93117-1649
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Offiot of the Secr.lIl'y

In the Illatter of:
Amendment of part 97 of the
Commission's Rules Governing
Amateur Radio Services
Regarding Repeater and
Auxiliary Operation in the
1.25 Meter Band.

To: The Commission
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PlntnON AGAINST RULE MAKING

------------------------------------------------------
I, Dennis M. Jones, K6RCL, herby respectfully submit my request to
the Federal Communication Commission to NOT to tHe Iction on
this petition for rule making, RM-7869, as submitted by the
American Radio Relay League.

As an active Amateur operator on the 1.25 Meter Band, I have seen
this band grow from a few user's to extremely dense population of
repeaters and otber modes of operation. Recently, you diminished our
band by 40 percent dur to the recent proceeding, NPRM 87-14.

Now the ARRL, asks that we take another cut into the amateur
spectrum that is still attempting to relocate those who were
displaced in the NPRM 87-14. If you accept this petition for rule
making, another seventeen repeaters in the southern California area
will be removed from service. The ARRL says1 and I quote "A few
may not be able to relocate, especially in southern California, And
may have to &0 off the Bir:. I myself have quite a chunk of change
tied up in my system five to six tbouslJld dollars to be exact. trUe
alot of it is home brew and enjoyed building the system. Facts are
that a survey was made by SMA and less than 1 percent indicated
weak signal, ssb, and other experimental operations.
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ARRL did not even follow up on the information they received from
these other groups. ARRL themselves has supported regional
frequency coordination efforts by amateur groups. Quote"in some
cases, however, local conditions may dictate a variation from the
national band plan. In these cases, the written determination of the
regional frequency coordinating body shall prevail and be considered
good amateur operating practice in that region."Unquote.

What we do not need is more inlervention by IQvernment, what we
do need is to communicate with local area coordination councils and
resolve the problem at the local level.

For the above mentioned reasons, I respectfully a$k the Commission
to abandon the proposed allocation of the 222.000 to 222.150 MHZ,
to weak signal, and instead defer the matter back to the ARRL for
resolution with the local area coordination council. In this case the
local area council would be 220 MHZ SPECTRUM MANAGEMENT
ASSOCIATION OF SOUIHERN CALIR>RNIA.

Respectfully Submitted,
December 17, 1991

Dennis M Jones
641 Colfax Court
Goleta, California
(805) 961-8343
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